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DETAILED ACTION 
Prosecution History 

On 6 April 2000, applicant filed the present application. 

On 30 April 2003, the Examiner rejected claims 1-72 as unpatentable over Biinn 
(6058373) and Henson (US 6167383). 

On 30 July 2003, applicant cancelled claim 72 and amended claims 1, 10, 11, 23, 
24, 26, 27, 34, 39, 41,51, 54-56 and 69-71 . 

On 15 October 2003, the Examiner rejected claims 1-71 as unpatentable over 
Biinn and Henson, above. 

On 23 Febmary 2004, applicant cancelled claims 3, 20, 21 and 58, amended 
other claims and requested reconsideration. 

On 10 March 2004, the Examiner issued an Advisory Action. 

On 22 March 2004, applicant requested continued examination. 

On 1 July 2004, the Examiner rejected pending claims 1-2, 4-19. 22-57 and 59- 
71 as unpatentable over Biinn and Henson, above. 

On 1 November 2004, applicant cancelled claims 14, 25-72 and added claim 73. 

On 4 February 2005, the Examiner issued a Final Rejection of the pending 
claims as unpatentable over Biinn and Henson, above. 

On 4 May 2005, applicant filed a second request for continued examination. 
Applicant cancelled all pending claims and added claims 74-80. 

On 16 July 2005, the Examiner issued a non-final rejection as follows: 

• Claims 74, 76-79 as being unpatentable over Henson (US 6.167.383) in view of Biinn (US 
6058373). 
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• Claims 75 and 80 were rejected as being unpatentable over Henson (US 6.167,383) in view of 
Blinn (US 6058373) and further in view of Fields (US 6704797). 

On 2 September 2006, the Examiner issued a final rejection as follows: 

• Clainfis 74, 76-79, 81 , 83-86 were rejected as being unpatentable over Henson (US 6,167,383) in 
view of Blinn (US 6058373). 

• Claims 75, 80, 82 and 87 were rejected as unpatentable over Henson (US 6,167,383) In view of 
Blinn (US 6058373) and further in view of Fields (US 6,704797). 

On 9 August 2006, applicant filed a third request for continued examination. 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. 

Applicant's submission filed on 9 August 2006 has been entered. 

Response to Amendment 

On 9 August 2006, applicant amended claims 74, 76, 80, 81 , 83 and 87. 
Applicant cancelled claims 75 and 82. Applicant added claims 88-93. 
Claims 74, 76-79, 81, 83-93 are pending. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 
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Claims 80, 87, 90 and 93 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, 
as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject 
matter which applicant regards as the invention. The claims refer to identification of a 
[target] custom store where the identification is stored in the referrer header field of an 
HTTP request. The referrer field of an HTTP header for an HTTP request contains 
information concerning the referrer, i.e., the source of the HTTP request. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 74, 77-81, 84-87 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Henson (US 6,167,383). 

As per claim 81, Henson discloses methods and systems for presenting 
customized information at an electronic commerce site, comprising the following steps: 

• storing information in a computer database relating to products offered by a 
vendor at an electronic commerce site (see, for example, Fig. 1 , item 24); 

• displaying said information relating to said products on a computer interface 



(see, for example, at least Fig. 3A); 
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• storing via said interface, configuration data in said database that defines a 
custom store that provides customers with at least one of a restricted set of said 
products and non-standard pricing for said products (see, for example, 
references to generating a customizable online store for particular [restricted] 
customer sets, as in Col. 3, lines 36-54. See also customized Premier Pages, at 
least Col. 14, lines 35-61); and 

in response to a an HTTP request for access to said electronic commerce site, 

• determining whether a referrer header field of said request indicates that said 
request originated from a predetermined host (e.g.. www.delLcom; see, for 
example, at least Col. 14, lines 19-34), and 

• generating and returning a custom store page based upon said configuration 
data if the referrer header field indicates that the request originated from said 
predetermined host (see, for example, at least Col. 14, lines 35-61). 

Claim 74 is rejected on the same grounds as claim 81 . 
As per claim 77, Henson discloses that 

o said database stores standard prices for said products (see, for example, at 
least Col. 2, lines 5-27, concerning standard orders and prices) and ' 

o said configuration data includes discount pricing information (see, for 

example, at least Col. 10, lines 29-49, for GSA customers), and wherein said 
custom store application automatically 
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o calculates discounted prices from said stored standard prices for display on 
said custom store page (see, for example, at least Col. 10, lines 29-49, Col. 
14, lines 19-61). 

As per claim 78, Henson discloses that 

• said database stores configuration data for a plurality of different custom stores 
(see, for example, at least Col. 2, lines 27-48, customization of online stores, 
customizable per customer set, as in Col. 3, lines 36-44), and wherein 

• said custom store application selects configuration data that is associated with 
said predetermined host (www.delLcom, as in Col. 14, lines 19-34) to generate 
and return said custom store page (premier pages, Col. 14, lines 35-61). 

As per claim 79, Henson discloses that the request includes an identification of 
the custom store to be selected (see, for example, references to generating a 
customized online store for particular [restricted] customer sets, as in Col. 3, lines 36- 
54. See also customized Premier Pages, at least Col. 14, lines 35-61). 

As per claim 80, Henson disclose that the identification of a [target] custom 
store is contained in an HTTP header field oHhe [HTTP] request. See, for example, 
references to source and destination stores, as in Col. 14, lines 19-61 . 

Claim 84 is rejected on the same grounds as claim 77. 

Claim 85 is rejected on the same grounds as claim 78. 

Claim 86 is rejected on the same grounds as claim 79. 

Claim 87 is rejected on the same grounds as claim 80. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

Claims 76, 83, 88-93 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable overHenson (US 6,167,383) in view ofBlinn (US 6,058,373). 

As per claim 83, Henson discloses methods and systems for presenting 
customized information at an electronic commerce site, comprising the following steps: 

• storing information in a computer database relating to products offered by a 
vendor at an electronic commerce site (see, for example. Fig. 1 , item 24); 

• displaying said information relating to said products on a computer interface 
(see, for example, at least Fig. 3A); 

• storing via said interface, configuration data in said database that defines a 
custom store that provides customers with at least one of a restricted set of said 
products and non-standard pricing for said products (see, for example, 
references to generating a customizable online store for particular [restricted] 
customer sets, as in Col. 3, lines 36-54. See also customized Premier Pages, at 
least Col. 14. lines 35-61); and 

in response to a request for access to said electronic commerce site, 

• determining whether said request designates a custom store (Col. 14, lines 35- 
42, page that links to the store //.e., request designates a custom store] is 
password protected), and 
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• generating and returning a custom store page based upon said configuration 
data if the request designates a custom store (see, for example, Col. 14, lines 
35-61). 

As per claim 83, Henson discloses determining whether said configuration data 
includes information relating to products and providing notification via said interface if 
such information is included in the configuration data (see, for example, at least Col, 10, 
line 49-Col. 11, line 8). Henson refers to optimized responsiveness (availability, for 
example) in ordering custom-configured systems (see, for example, Col. 14, lines 43- 
64). Henson discloses recommendations of upgrades of products, as in Col. 9, line 56- 
Col. 10, line 18. 

As per claim 83, Henson does not specifically disclose that product information 
specifically refers to products that are no longer offered by said vendor. This feature is 
disclosed by Blinn (see, for example, at least Col. 22, line 66-Col. 23, line 4). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill at the time the invention was 
made to combine Henson and Blinn to disclose that the type of product information 
specifically refers to products that are no longer offered by said vendor. 

One of ordinary skill at the time the invention was made would have been 
motivated to combine Henson and Blinn to disclose that the type of product information 
specifically refers to products that are no longer offered by said vendor for the obvious 
reason of preventing increased customer dissatisfaction with the online buying 
experience. 

Claim 76 is rejected on the same grounds as claim 83. 
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As per claim 88, Henson discloses that 

o said database stores standard prices for said products (see, for example, at 

least Col. 2, lines 5-27, concerning standard orders and prices) and 
o said configuration data includes discount pricing information (see, for 

example, at least Col. 10, lines 29-49, for GSA customers), and wherein said 

custom store application automatically 
o calculates discounted prices from said stored standard prices for display on 

said custom store page (see, for example, at least Col. 10, lines 29-49, Col. 

14, lines 19-61). 
As per claim 89, Henson discloses that 

• the database stores configuration data for a plurality of different custom stores 
(see, for example, references to generating a customizable online store for 
particular [restricted] customer sets, as in Col. 3, lines 36-54. See also 
customized Premier Pages, at least Col. 14, lines 35-61); and further includes the 
step of 

• selecting configuration data that is associated with said predetermined host to 
generate and return said custom store page (see, for example, at least Col. 14, 
lines 35-61). 

As per claim 90, Henson discloses that the request is an HTTP request (see 
Col. 14, lines 19-34). However, Henson does nof specifically disclose identification of 
the custom store to be selected is included in a referrer header field [of the HTTP 
request]. 
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Claim 91 \s 



rejected on the same grounds as claim 88. 



Claim 92 is 



rejected on the same grounds as claim 89. 



Claim 93 is 



rejected on the same grounds as claim 90. 



Response to Arguments 



Applicant's arguments have been carefully considered but are not persuasive. 
Applicant argues, 

In setting forth the rejection, the Office Action states that the Henson patent discloses 
that a custom store application makes a determination that a request for access 
originated from a predetermined host "by examining embedded identifiers in an HTTP 
headef \ with reference to column 14, lines 19-61. It is respectfully submitted that the 
cited passage from the Henson patent does no* support this statement. Specifically, 
there is no disclosure in the Henson patent of examining HTTP headers. Rather, the 
patent only discloses the use of the link that a customer executed to get to an online 
store, as an indicator of a group to which that customer belongs. 

Nowhere in this passage does the Henson patent disclose that HTTP headers are 
examined. Rather, it discloses that, by clicking on a link that directs the user to a 
particular site, or page, the user is identified as belonging to the group associated 
with that site, or page. There is no disclosure that a header is examined to determine the 
host from which the link was clicked. In the context of the Henson patent, there is no 
need for such examination. The operation of the system described in the Henson patent 
is based upon the fact that the user clicked on a link to get to a particular page. Because 
of this, there is no need to know any information about the host from which the user 
accessed that link. As noted above, if the user has the ability to get to the page, the user 
is automatically identified as being a member of the group associated with that page, 
regardless of where the user came from. 

In response, the Examiner respectfully notes that Henson discloses use of the 
web (World Wide Web), as in Col. 14, lines 19-61 and www.dell.com. The web is the 
total set of interlinked hypertext documents residing on HTTP (HyperText Transfer 
Protocol) servers all around the world. Henson discloses clicking on a hyperlink, 
thereby invoking the HTTP protocol. See attached Hyptertext Transfer Protocol, version 
1.0, May 1996, downloaded from http://www.ietf.org/rfc/rfc1945-txt on 8 November 



2006. 
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A "traverse" is a denial of an opposing party's allegations of fact.'' The 
Examiner respectfully submits that applicants' arguments and comments do not 
appear to traverse what Examiner regards as knowledge that would have been 
generally available to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made. Even if one were to interpret applicants' arguments and comments as 
constituting a traverse, applicants' arguments and comments do not appear to 
constitute an adequate traverse because applicant has not specifically pointed out the 
supposed errors in the examiner's action, which would include stating why the noticed 
fact is not considered to be common knowledge or well-known in the art. 27 CFR 
1.104(d)(2), MPEP 707.07(a). An adequate traverse must contain adequate 
information or argument to create on its face a reasonable doubt regarding the 
circumstances justifying Examiner's notice of what is well known to one of ordinary 
skill in the art. In re Boon , 439 F;2d 724. 728, 169 USPQ 231. 234 {CCPA1971). 

If applicant does not seasonably traverse the well known statement during 
examination, then the object of the well known statement is taken to be admitted prior 
art. In re Chevenard. 139 F,2d 71, 60 USPQ 239 (CCPA 1943). MPEP 2144.03 
Reliance on Common Knowledge in the Art or "Well Known" Prior Art. In view of 
applicant's failure to adequately traverse official notice, the following are admitted prior 
art: 

...users, including administrators, often need interfaces to interact with computers to 
store data in databases. 

... it is important to provide for Internet information distribution techniques that is 
lightweight, uses existing protocols and that is completely transparent to the end user. 



^ Definition of Traverse, Black's Law Dictionary, "in common law pleading, a traverse signifies a denial." 
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...it is old and well known to identify a source machine by identifying its IP address. 



Conclusion 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to James H. Zurita whose telephone number is 571-272- 
6766. The examiner can normally be reached on 8a-5pm, 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jeffrey A. Smith can be reached on 571-272-6763, The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



James Zurita 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 3625 

8 November 2006 





